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MEMBERS  - WHERE  ARE  YOU? 


At  a PYM  session  several  years  ago  Howard 
Brinton  remarked  that  one  of  the  threats  to 
Quakerism  was  erosion  from  within.  I agree  with 
him,  and  lay  responsibility  for  this  erosion  upon 
those  of  us  who  are  members.  We  who  embraced 
membership  in  the  Society  with  a joy  impossible 
to  put  into  words,  who  together  felt  the 
promptings  of  the  Holy  Comforter  in  the  deeps  of 
us,  who  saw  the  workings  of  the  Divine  will  in  the 
actions  of  others  committed  to  seeking,  finding, 
doing  on  a path  labelled  Quaker,  and  who  agreed, 
as  did  they,  to  accept  a pliable  discipline  for 
growing  together  as  a loving  family  — we  are  the 
eroders. 

We  have  spent  God’s  most  precious  gift  to  us  — 
time  — putting  down  a guide  to  the  practice  that 
comes  of  our  faith.  We  have  said  “yes”  to  it 
with  our  lips  but  “no”  to  it  with  our  acts. 
Rejecting  it,  we  have  been  left  on  our  own  to 
mistake  sentimentality  for  love,  permissiveness  for 
openness,  anarchy  for  freedom,  silence  for 
tenderness  and  often,  absence  for  holy  withdrawal. 
In  refusing  to  uphold  this  guide  to  tender,  caring, 
good  order  we  members  have  rejected  a living 
synthesis  of  the  spiritual  insights  of  Friends  who 
walked  with  God  yesterday  and  are  doing  so 
today. 

Our  Faith  and  Practice  was  born  of  prayer  and 
worship.  It  is  (if  we  will  it  to  be)  a flexible  format 
for  bringing  us  to  unity,  corporate  action,  and 
community. 

We  cannot  be  all  things  to  all  people  without 
being  hypocrites.  We  cannot  regard  our 
membership  as  precious  and  not  say  so.  We  cannot 
Find  undreamed  of  riches  in  the  hush  of  a covered 


meeting  and  hide  them  because  we  fear 
disapproval. 

If  we  cannot  say  “no”  without  wallowing  in 
guilt,  can  we  say  “yes”  with  a fiery  affirmation?  If 
we  cannot  proclaim  with  confidence  and  humility 
that  there  is  a difference  to  us  between 
membership  and  attendership  because  we’ve 
experienced  that  difference,  does  our  membership 
really  matter?  If  we’re  not  more  than 
“uncomfortable”  about  giving  over  our  business 
and  offices  to  those  who  have  stops  in  their  hearts 
about  membership,  why  aren’t  we?  If  we  think 
that  the  member  who  disapproves  of  membership 
should  act  on  his  feelings  and  resign,  can’t  we  say 
so?  When  members  are  members  in  name  only, 
don’t  we  care  enough  to  ask  “where  are  you”? 

To  many  of  us  membership  is  a vow,  not 
unlike  the  wedding  vow.  Into  it  we  choose  to  pour 
our  love  and  energy,  committed  to  it  for  better  or 
worse.  The  Discipline  we  embrace  helps  us  along 
the  way.  Flexible,  born  of  our  corporate 
dependence  on  God,  it  reflects  our  insights  in 
print.  If  we  know  it  as  a document  of  the  Spirit 
that  prods  us  into  unity,  let  us  say  so. 

God  yearns  to  envelope  and  inundate  us  with 
Love.  When  we  feel  this  love  we  can  begin  to  slip 
out  of  the  I-Me-Mine  armor  that  guards  our 
hang-ups,  unrealistic  expectations,  and  bitterness 
— bitterness  that  recalls  words,  acts,  or  silences 
that  pained  us.  Hopefully,  then,  the  Spirit  of 
healing  love  will  surge  through  us  so  we  can 
recognize  a corporate,  agreed-upon  Discipline  as  a 
power  that  frees  us  — frees  us  to  be  Friends 
members  one  of  another,  knit  together  in  Holy 
Obedience. 


— Van  Ernst,  Redwood  Forest 
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SCHEDULE  OF  REGIONAL  MEETINGS 

NORTH  PACIFIC  YEARLY  MEETING 
July  24-27  Fort  Worden  State  Park 
Port  Townsend,  Washington 

PACIFIC  NORTHWEST  QUARTERLY  MEETING 
April  1 8-20  Red  Barn  Ranch 
east  of  Auburn,  Washington 

WILLAMETTE  QUARTERLY  MEETING 
April  26-27  Eugene,  Oregon 

PACIFIC  YEARLY  MEETING 
August  1 1-16  St.  Mary’s  College 
Moraga,  California 

COLLEGE  PARK  QUARTERLY  MEETING 
May  17-18  John  Woolman  School 
Nevada  City,  California 

SOUTHERN  CALIFORNIA  QUARTERLY 

MEETING 

May  18  Claremont,  California 

INTERMOUNTAIN  YEARLY  MEETING 
June  12-15  Ghost  Ranch 
Abiquiu,  New  Mexico 

NEW  MEXICO  QUARTERLY  MEETING 
April  26-27  El  Paso,  Texas 


This  Issue 

The  emphasis  in  this  issue  is  clearly  on 
membership.  It  was  conceived  in  an  effort 
particularly  to  air  the  complaints  of  those  who 
object  to  the  whole  idea.  College  Park  Quarter 
M & O sponsored  a retreat  (herein  reported)  at 
which  a star  objector  contracted  a cold  and  failed 
to  show.  The  discussion  was  inconclusive. 

Invitations  to  write  then  were  extended  to 
several  who  have  made  loud  noises  against 
membership  in  my  hearing.  One  promised  to  write 
and  failed  without  explanation.  One  joined  a 
Meeting.  One  said  it  was  no  longer  his  cup  of  tea. 
Two  took  their  concerns  to  their  Meeting  “for 
discussion,”  and  found,  to  no  one’s  surprise, 
division  — so  felt  inhibited  and  would  not  write. 
One  promised  to  report  any  consensus  of  the 
Meeting! 

Since  no  one  of  the  anti-  persuasion  wrote, 
balance  will  be  served  by  my  setting  forth  here 
their  arguments  as  I have  heard  them.  But  let  no 
one  expect  me  to  present  what  I consider  the  work 
of  the  Devil  among  us  in  the  best  possible  light:  (a) 
We  aren’t  good  enough  to  judge  whether  or  not 
others  are  good  enough  to  join  the  Society  of 
Friends,  (b)  Attenders’  feelings  are  hurt  because 
some  are  more  active  than  some  Members,  and 
Members  voice  anguish  in  behalf  of  those 
Attenders  whose  feelings  should  be  hurt  (if  they 
aren’t)  by  the  distinctions  we  draw  — for  example, 
in  not  allowing  Attenders  to  clerk  Meetings  or 
committees  or  to  sit  on  Ministry  and  Oversight,  (c) 
The  very  categories  of  Members  and  Attenders  set 
up  unwelcome  divisions  among  us,  so  some 
Meetings,  indeed,  refuse  to  publish  a designation  in 
their  Directories,  although  the  head  tax  of  YM 
requires  their  recorders  to  “know.”  (d)  We 
Quakers,  of  all  people,  should  be  affirming  that  we 
are  All  One.  Bless  Man! 

In  these  dubious  circumstances  our  efforts  to 
achieve  balance  in  the  membership  issue  have 
resulted  in  a flood  of  praise  for  the  establishment. 
Glory  be!  I am  surprised  and  delighted  to  find 
each  of  these  paeans  not  only  interesting,  but 
fascinating.  And  the  hands  of  at  least  one  of  the 
writers,  I think,  must  have  been  touched  by  the 
hand  of  God. 

Having  said  that,  let  me  have  a word  or  two  of 
my  own  on  the  subject.  Responsibility  and 
liability  are  closely  related  words  in  the 
vocabularies  of  business  and  religion.  In  a 
partnership  you  have  unlimited  Lability  — you, 
personally,  can  be  ruined  by  any  tiling  your  partner 
may  do.  Even  in  a corporation  we  have  limited 
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liability.  In  the  case  of  mismanagement  or 
malfeasance,  you  can  lose  all  of  the  money  you 
have  invested  — but  not  more. 

Early  Friends  had  communities  in  which  they 
assumed  unlimited  liability  for  each  other.  Many 
Friends  today  say  membership  means  little  or 
nothing.  I wonder  if  we  have  lost  meaning  because 
we  no  longer  take  responsibility  — assume  liability  — 
for  each  other.  Think  of  the  difference  it  would 
make  in  membership  procedures  and  religious  edu- 
cation, to  name  only  two  areas,  if  you  and  I had  to 
assume  responsibility  (and  do  penance)  for  Water- 
gate, for  example.  My  Friend  Victor  said  we  would 
lose  membership  at  a rapid  rate  if  we  put  this  much 
meaning  into  it.  Maybe  the  more  of  meaningless 
membership  we  lose,  the  better  of  we’ll  be. 

Friends  announce  a Theology  Conference  this 
August  (elsewhere  in  this  issue)  the  subject  of 
which  is  “The  Theology  of  Community.”  Madge 
Seaver  was  careful  to  point  out  at  the  Quarterly 
Meeting  that  the  kind  of  Community  meant  has 
nothing  to  do  with  communes.  We  will  go  to  the 
Conference  to  see  what  kind  of  Community 
Friends  mean,  but  we  probably  won’t  be  surprised. 

RRS 

The  Pamphlet  on 
Death  and  Dying 

We  can  hardly  do  better  than  to  reprint  part  of 
the  letter  Calvin  Cope  sent  to  the  Santa  Cruz 
Meeting  on  this  subject: 

“I  feel  that  everyone  at  Meeting  should  have  a 
reprint  of  this  material  and  should  be  encouraged  to 
exchange  views  and  feelings  on  the  subject  in  small 
groups  or  otherwise,  without  waiting  until  another 
death  occurs.  1 believe  that  copies  should  be  issued, 
at  Meeting  expense,  to  all  who  will  accept  and  read 
it.  If  any  were  able  and  inclined  to  pay  for  it,  they 
could  do  so  in  the  donation  basket.  . . . 

“This  Handbook,  prepared  by  the  Ministry  and 
Oversight  Committee  of  PYM  has  ‘got  it  all 
together’  in  a most  concise,  tactful,  and  sensitive 
presentation.  It  even  has  on  the  last  page  the 
information  or  instructions  form  which  our 
committee  developed.  The  idea  in  giving  this 
Handbook  is  not  to  try  to  register  everyone  on  the 
form,  but  rather  develop  greater  sensitivity 
toward,  and  appreciation  of  our  Meeting  friends 
one  toward  another.” 

Asenath  Young,  Clerk  of  M & O Committee  of 
PYM,  has  additional  copies  available  at  535  N. 
Fremont,  Pasadena  91106  for  50  cents  each  plus 
10  cents  postage. 


The  Bulletin 
Needs  Your  Help! 

Due  to  increased  production  costs,  the  Bulletin 
is  running  a larger  deficit  than  anticipated.  One 
way  to  deal  with  this  is  to  increase  our  circulation. 

Many  Friends  remain  unaware  of  the  Bulletin. 
Please  help  us  bring  the  Bulletin  to  the  attention 
of  non-subscribers.  One  way  to  do  this  is  by 
making  a Bulletin  poster  to  hang  in  your  meeting, 
AFSC  office  ...  A 2'  by  3'  piece  of  cardboard 
enhanced  with  a felt  pen  and  a sample  Bulletin 
together  with  some  self-addressed  envelopes  will 
attract  considerable  attention.  (Be  sure  to  show 
the  Bulletin  address  — 2081  Amherst  St.,  Palo 
Alto,  94306.) 

Another  productive  technique  is  the  use  of  a 
Bulletin  issue  as  the  basis  for  a group  discussion. 

If  you  would  like  to  be  the  Bulletin 
representative  in  your  group,  please  write  and  we 
will  send  you  envelopes  and  more  information. 

We  currently  have  about  1200  subscribers.  This 
year  we  hope  to  increase  to  2000.  Your  help 
would  be  appreciated.  Thank  you. 

— Robert  Burnett,  Clerk 
Bulletin  Committee,  Palo  Alto 


Nominations,  F riends 

At  the  suggestion  of  the  Pacific  Yearly  Meeting 
Nominating  Committee,  of  which  I am  a member, 
I make  this  entreaty  to  Friends  everywhere:  As  a 
committee  that  selects  members  of  monthly 
meetings  to  serve  on  the  many  committees  of 
Pacific  Yearly  Meeting,  we  must  be  well 
acquainted  with  the  members  of  PYM,  as  well  as 
the  function  of  each  committee,  and  the  way  in 
which  Friends  conduct  their  business.  To  know 
this  many  people  at  all  well  is  no  easy  task,  and  we 
therefore  have  to  rely  on  committee  clerks  and  the 
clerks  of  our  monthly  meetings  to  supply  us  with 
recommendations,  which  we  try  very  hard  to  use 
in  our  nominations.  But  too  few  of  these  people 
answer  our  inquiries,  which  restricts  the  richness 
and  depth  of  our  selections  to  those  Friends  of 
whom  the  nine  Nominating  Committee  members 
are  aware  personally.  So  may  we  ask  that  Friends 
help  us  in  this  endeavor.  Write  to  us  with  specific 
or  general  suggestions.  They  will  be  a great  help, 
I’m  sure. 

— Hal  Tozer,  La  Jolla , Berkeley 
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Notes  from 
the  Meetings 

Palomar  distributes  copies  of  timely  new  books 
to  libraries.  In  January  they  placed  copies  of  the 
Middle  East  Packet  in  1 0 high  school  and  2 college 
libraries.  An  earlier  distribution  was  of 
“Experiment  without  Precedent,”  an  AFSC 
publication. 

Palomar  also  is  adopting  La  Jolla’s  practice  of 
sharing  surplus  garden  produce  in  a “food  bowl,” 
donations  for  which  go  to  the  AFSC. 

On  January  1 1 members  of  the  San  Diego, 
Palomar,  and  La  Jolla  meetings  heard  Patricia 
Pendleton  of  the  AFSC  on  the  project  for  a 
moratorium  on  building  prisons  and  saw  the  Film, 
“Women  in  Prison.” 

University  Meeting  reports  that  Congressman 
Dellums  plans  to  re-introduce  legislation  in  the 
new  Congress  to  set  up  the  World  Peace  Tax  Fund. 


Vital  Statistics 

Births: 

Reno  Meeting  held  a special  meeting  for 
worship  to  celebrate  the  birth  of  Devon  Rogers  on 
Jan. 18. 

To  Phyllis  and  Robert  Jeckell  of  San 
Fernando  Meeting,  a son,  Matthew  Alan  Jeckell, 
born  Dec.  10,  1974. 

Marriages: 

Heather  Burnham  and  James  Meadows,  on 
Dec.  21 , Reno  Meeting. 

Deaths: 

Leone  Wright,  formerly  of  Orange  Grove 
Meeting;  in  Honolulu,  Dec.  25,  1974. 

Katherine  Isabelle  Heaton,  of  San  Fernando 
Meeting;  at  La  Jolla,  on  Dec.  28,  1974. 

Robert  Boyd,  one  of  the  founders  of  Tracy 
(now  Delta)  Meeting;  at  Argenta,  British 
Columbia,  on  Jan.  18. 

A memorial  for  Louis  Emmott  Scholl  of 
University  Meeting  was  held  Feb.  2. 

Mary  J.  W.  Strong  (sojourning,  San  Jose 
Meeting),  joint  member  of  Palo  Alto,  California, 
and  Manasquan,  New  Jersey,  Meetings;  at  San 
Jose,  on  Feb.  1 1 , aged  98. 

Molly  Morgenroth,  of  Orange  Grove  and 
Orange  County  Meetings;  at  Pendle  Hill, 
Penny slvania,  on  Feb.  17. 

Charles  F.  Pentler,  Palo  Alto  Meeting;  at 
Cupertino,  California,  on  Feb.  19. 


FCNL  Report 

The  trip  to  Washington  for  the  Annual  Meeting 
of  the  FCNL  was  thoroughly  worthwhile,  as 
always,  but  the  high  point  was  the  rally  and 
candlelight  march  around  the  White  House 
protesting  the  continuance  of  the  Viet  Nam  war. 
All  five  floors  of  the  New  York  Avenue 
Presbyterian  Church,  holding  250-300  each,  with 
overflow  outside,  were  filled.  McGovern  was  the 
speaker  — and  charming  as  he  ever  was.  He 
received  a tumultuous  greeting  on  each  floor  as  he 
said  who  could  have  imagined  in  1973  when  the 
peace  was  signed  that  we  would  be  meeting  on  the 
anniversary  two  years  after  to  take  up  our  protest 
again.  And  he  hoped  we  would  not  be  here  in 
1980.  He  was  glad  that  so  many  young  people 
were  present  — girls  with  babies  strapped  to  their 
backs  in  knapsacks  — with  young  men  carrying  an 
older  child.  I had  thought  I might  feel  out  of  place 
because  of  my  age  — but  not  at  all.  At  least  a third 
were  in  my  age  bracket.  Walking  around  the  White 
House,  each  of  us  with  a placard  bearing  the  name 
of  a man  needing  amnesty  to  return  into  the 
country  — and  using  the  placard  to  keep  our  little 
light  burning  in  the  heavy  wind  — I asked  my 
neighbor  to  hold  the  light  for  me.  It  turned  out 
that  he  came  from  Athens,  Greece,  and  I from 
California  — a great  geographical  distance,  but 
united  across  the  miles  and  oceans  in  a common 
protest  — a common  demonstration  for  peace  in 
Viet  Nam. 

— Margaret  Brooks,  Redwood  Forest 


Upcoming 
Bulletin  Emphases 


April: 

May: 

June: 

July: 

September: 

October: 

November: 


The  Right  Use  of 
Resources 

Simple  Living 

Divorce 

Community 

FCL  Projects 

Religious  Education 

Aging 


Subject  to  change 
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By  the  Numbers 

It  is  always  difficult  to  devise  an  unambiguous 
questionnaire,  and  the  one  on  Membership  we  sent 
to  Clerks  is  no  exception.  It  would  have  been 
tested  if  we  had  had  time,  and  we  should  have 
taken  more  time.  Kingsley  Lawrance  presented  it 
to  La  Jolla  business  Meeting,  who  hooted,  “Maybe 
they  want  the  information  by  March  1976,  not 
1975.” 

So  our  results  are  drawn  from  16  to  24 
Meetings  out  of  a total  of  42,  and  some  of  the 
responses  cast  doubt  on  the  hope  that  all  would 
have  interpreted  the  questions  in  the  same  way. 
Nevertheless,  we  believe  that  the  figures  are 
interesting,  instructive,  and  significant.  And  we 
thank  all  of  you  who  participated;  it  was  hard 
work. 

The  Age  at  Time  of  Joining  question  gives  the 


following  interpreted  results: 

0-20  55  40-50 

143 

20-30  146  50-60 

139 

30-40  1 34  60+ 

95 

Plotting  these  figures  gives  a striking  20-60 
plateau,  with  a little  bulge  at  20-30  which  may  be 
accounted  for  by  Junior  Friends  making  up  their 
minds.  We  intended  not  to  have  Junior  Friends 

included  in  the  0—20  category. 

Religious  affiliations  just  prior  to 

joining  gave 

us  the  smallest  number  of  Meetings  reporting,  1 6: 

Quaker  (includes  transfers, 

of  whom  there  are  many) 

239 

Protestant 

203 

None 

42 

Catholic 

16 

Atheist/Agnostic 

12 

Jewish 

11 

Other 

22 

Eighteen  Meetings  reported 

religious 

background,  but  large  Meetings  found  it  difficult 

to  trace  this  question.  Perhaps  it  is 

noteworthy 

that  Quaker  is  less  than  half  of  Protestant.  And 
that  those  relating  an  Atheist/ Agnostic 
background  are  fewer  by  half  than  those  in  that 

category  in  No.  2: 

Protestant 

274 

Quaker 

125 

' Jewish 

23 

Catholic 

20 

None 

11 

Atheist/Agnostic 

Other  (including  1 Buddhist, 

5 

1 Hindu,  2 Theosophist) 

28 

Length  of  time  as  attenders  was  reported  by  19 
Meetings.  We  meant,  of  course,  before  joining: 

Under  1 year 

144 

1—2  years 

190 

3—5  years 

108 

6—10  years 

31 

1 0+  years 

39 

This  is- another  interesting  series  to  plot,  with  the 

median,  perhaps,  at  about  1!4  years. 

Three  hundred  one  children  were 

reported  as 

reaching  the  age  of  21  without 

joining  the 

Meeting,  as  against  17  who  were  cited 

as  joining  by 

that  age.  This  is  probably  the  most  sobering 
statistic  we  have  uncovered.  Many  Friends  will 

interpret  it  positively,  of  course. 

Of  those  reporting,  almost  all  answered  the  last 
(optional)  questions.  (Those  who  didn’t  report 
thought,  rightly,  that  the  questions  were  all 

optional.) 

Losses: 

Resignation  or  release 

67 

Death 

48 

Moved  (transferred) 

146 

Moved  out  or  unknown 

54 

Dropped 

42 

Inactive  members: 

Resident 

58 

Non-Resident 

49 

Overall  conclusions  might  run 

along  the 

following  lines.  Quakers  are  probably  declining  in 
membership  relative  to  increases  in  population. 
Unprogrammed  Meetings  are  probably  declining 
relative  to  ministerial  types.  Protestants  give  us  far 
and  away  the  most  new  members.  Quakers  might 
as  well  shut  down  their  First-Day  schools.  We  drop 
more  than  your  editors  expected,  but  this  is 
probably  all  accounted  for  by  the  Yearly  Meeting 
head  tax.  Finally,  an  eye  opening  figure  which  can 
be  gotten  by  anyone  out  of  the  PYM  and  NPYM 
Directories:  1615  Members  vs  1093  Attenders, 
with  two  Meetings  which  do  not  publish  this 
distinction.  NPYM’s  ratio  is  285:331! 

RRS  and  MK 


CORRECTION 

We  try,  but  some  slip  by.  Please  change  “not” 
to  “now”  on  page  81,  column  2,  line  24  of  the 
January  Bulletin , in  the  pamphlet,  section  “Death 
of  a Beloved  Person.”  It  should  read:  “now  part  of 
the  eternal  fabric.” 
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On  Membership 

The  question  of  membership  is  almost  as  old  as 
the  Society  itself.  Early  on,  lists  had  to  be  kept  of 
those  who  were  suffering  for  conscience’s  sake. 
Then  arose  problems  from  the  concept  of 
Birthright  Membership  and  the  practice  of  Reading 
out  of  Meeting.  Although  these  have  been 
gradually  phased  out,  echoes  of  both  still  plague 
modern  record-keepers.  Every  few  years  an  article 
on  the  subject  of  membership  appears  in  Friends’ 
publications.  At  its  annual  meeting  in  1974,  New 
York  Yearly  Meeting  wrestled  with  such  questions 
as,  “Is  formal  membership  necessary?”  and  “How 
can  we  appeal,  lovingly  but  firmly,  to  those  who 
are  members  in  name  only?”  Their  comment  was, 
“Our  Society  has  declined  in  numbers  but  gained 
in  vitality.  While  many  meetings  have  been  pruning 
from  their  lists  members  who  are  completely 
inactive,  some  dormant  meetings  have  found  new 
spiritual  life.  . . .”  (Friends  Journal  Nov.  1,  1974, 
p.  562).  And  College  Park  Quarter’s  Ministry  and 
Oversight  Committee  held  a retreat  in  December, 
1974,  in  which  they  reworked  the  subject  without 
coming  to  any  real  consensus. 

When  Meetings  actually  begin  to  discuss  the  list 
of  those  who  are  presumably  inactive  and  to 
consider  “dropping”  any  member,  misgivings  soon 
surface.  Those  who  are  sensitive  may  well  raise  the 
objection,  “Who  are  we  that  we  should  presume  to 
judge  the  inner  life  of  another?”  Others  even 
question  whether  any  circumstances  justify  such 
an  extreme  measure.  [We  remember  that,  rightly 
or  wrongly,  one  meeting  in  recent  years  refused  to 
drop  a nationally  prominent  nominal  Quaker,  even 
in  the  face  of  vigorous  protests  by  other  Friends’ 
constituencies.]  Subconsciously  there  is  a 
persistent  hope  that  the  interest  that  seems 
moribund  may  actually  be  only  temporarily 
dormant. 

On  the  other  hand,  though,  there  are  reasons 
for  pruning  lists,  if  only  that  Friends  should  be 
realistic  and  not  appear  to  be  trying  to  conceal 
their  small  numbers  by  counting  in  all  who  had 
ever  made  the  motions  of  joining  the  Society. 
There  is  also  a very  practical  financial  reason  in 
those  areas  where  the  Yearly  and  Quarterly  and 
other  regional  meetings  make  annual  assessments 
based  upon  head  counts.  May  it  not  be  that  at  this 
point  a redefinition  of  membership  categories  is 
needed?  Perhaps  some  problems  could  be  resolved 
by  recognizing  that  there  may  be  several  categories 
of  members,  definable  on  bases  other  than  the 
judgmental  one  that  troubles  the  sensitive. 


Some  meetings  already  are  experimenting  with 
procedures  beyond  those  described  in  “Faith  and 
Practice.”  Hayward  Area  Monthly  Meeting  is 
proposing  to  send  a letter  annually  to  enrolled 
members,  asking  for  reaffirmation.  This  would 
require  only  minimal  effort  on  the  member’s  part 
— mere  checking  of  one  of  three  choices  on  a 
return  postcard,  expressing  the  wish,  (1)  to 
continue  actively;  or  (2)  to  be  transferred  to  the 
inactive  list,  with  possibility  of  reinstatement;  or 
(3)  to  be  removed  from  the  membership  list 
entirely.  Only  those  checking  option  number  1 are 
to  be  reported  to  the  Yearly  Meeting  as  members. 
Those  who  choose  the  second  option  and  then 
later  wish  to  be  reinstated  must  initiate  the  request 
(i.e.,  they  will  not  be  solicited  annually),  but  no 
time  limit  for  this  is  set. 

Palo  Alto  Monthly  Meeting  has  adopted,  since 
1972,  a somewhat  similar  procedure,  writing  to 
non-resident  members  to  ask  a report  on  what 
they  are  doing  to  keep  their  faith  vital;  after  two 
to  three  years  of  non-response,  they  are  no  longer 
to  be  reported  to  the  Yearly  Meeting,  and  after 
five  years  may  be  formally  minuted  as  dropped. 

A combination  of  these  two  procedures  would 
be  even  more  realistic,  especially  if  a number  of 
membership  categories  were  to  be  accepted: 

• Active,  resident  members  (these  to  be  reported 
to  the  Yearly  Meeting  annually  as  members). 

• Sustaining  (non-resident)  members  (also 
reported;  these  members  having  responded  to 
the  annual  inquiries  or  in  other  ways  shown 
evidence  of  continued  interest). 

• Sojourning  members  and  Attenders  (active  in 
Meeting  but,  under  Pacific  Yearly  Meeting 
practice,  not  counted  in  the  statistics). 

• Inactive  members,  whether  resident  or 
non-resident,  who  have  not  responded  in  the 
annual  census  over  a two  or,  at  most,  a 
three-year  period.  (These  are  not  reported  to 
the  Yearly  Meeting  as  members  but  may  be 
reinstated  upon  their  request.) 

• Released  members:  those  who  ask  for  release  or 
submit  a resignation  letter,  which  is  minuted  at 
a Meeting  for  Business. 

• Dropped  members:  those  who  have  shown  an 
open  and  flagrant  disregard  for  Friends’ 
testimonies  (only  in  exceptional  circumstances, 
however,  is  this  extreme  step  to  be  taken). 
These  also  are  minuted. 

(continued  on  page  99) 
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The  PYM 

Visitation  Committee 

Dear  Friends  Everywhere  within  the  Pacific  Yearly 
Meeting: 

“Visitation”  — does  the  word  scare  you?  Do 
you  have  visions  of  weighty  Friends  coming  to 
elder  you  — to  give  you  advice  as  to  how  to  solve 
your  Meeting’s  problems?  If  so,  forget  that.  Let’s 
re-define.  Let’s  talk  about  Visitation  in  gentle 
terms.  Our  Committee’s  concept  of  what  we  are 
about  has  to  do  with  caring  and  sharing,  love  and 
concern.  No,  we  are  not  Lucy’s  with  Psychiatric 
Help  for  five  cents;  we  as  individuals  are  much 
closer  in  spirit  to  Charlie  Brown  — for  we  get  our 
kites  caught  in  the  trees  most  of  the  time,  too. 
Maybe  we  can  work  together  to  get  tilings 
untangled. 

Our  kind  of  Visitation  is  two-way  — as  any 
truly  valuable  encounter  has  to  be.  If  you  feel 
your  Meeting  would  welcome  this  kind  of 
visitation  with  one  or  two  members  of  our 
Committee,  please  ask  your  Meeting  as  a whole. 
You  might  want  to  focus  on  one  particular  aspect 
of  your  Meeting’s  experience,  as  you  set  up  a time 
for  thoughtful  discussion.  I am  sure  your  visitor 
will  want  to  join  in  your  usual  Meeting  for 
Worship,  and  share  a meal  with  the  meeting 
families.  If  your  clerk  will  write  to  me  at  Rte.  4, 
Box  625  J,  Grass  Valley,  Calif.  95945,  I will  be 
happy  to  contact  a member  or  members  of  our 
Committee  to  plan  a full  day  — or  a week-end  with 
you. 

Meanwhile,  don’t  forget  the  more  informal 
visiting  we  all  can  do  that  is  so  rewarding.  Between 
whole  meetings,  try  joint  meetings  for  worship, 
picnicking,  camping  together,  sharing  a speaker.  Or 
as  individuals,  visit  nearby  meetings.  Reach  out  to 
a small  worship  group  near  you.  What  a lift  it  is  to 
have  nearby  Friends  come  to  worship  with  you, 
especially  if  you  are  a small  Meeting.  “We  need 
one  another.” 

— Lois  W.  Bailey,  Clerk  of 
Visitation  Committee,  PYM 


(continued  from  page  98) 

' Putting  into  practice  such  a procedure  would 
undoubtedly  cut  the  membership  rolls  perceptibly, 
perhaps  by  as  much  as  40%  in  some  meetings.  The 
base,  therefore,  on  which  annual  assessments  of 
Yearly  and  other  Meetings  are  projected  would  be 
narrowed,  and  the  amount  of  the  per  capita 


assessment  would  no  doubt  have  to  be  increased  to 
meet  annual  expenses.  Offsetting  this  greater 
assessment  rate  to  the  individual  meetings  would 
be  the  lowered  expense  of  postage  and  clerical 
effort,  now  expended  in  contacting  wayward  and 
wandering  members.  The  responsibility  for 
keeping  an  active  status  would  be  shifted  to  the 
members  themselves,  not  added,  as  it  now  is,  to 
the  burden  of  Ministry  and  Oversight  committees. 

Giving  official  recognition  to  a category  of 
“Inactive”  members  would  satisfy  the  hunger  that 
many  persons  feel  for  some  tie  to  a religious  body; 
it  would  allow  them  that  sentimental  satisfaction 
of  being  on  the  rolls.  But  it  would  greatly  simplify 
the  task  of  each  Meeting’s  record-keeper,  and  it 
would  do  away  with  the  thorny  problem  of 
deciding  at  what  point  a member’s  declining 
interest  has  reached  a zero  level.  One  who  has 
failed  to  attend  meeting  for  months  or  years  or  to 
make  any  contribution  to  committee  work  or  to 
the  treasury  need  not  feel  offended  to  be  labelled 
“Inactive,”  whereas  receiving  a notice  of  having 
been  “dropped”  might  well  seem  an  affront. 

—Myra  Keen,  Clerk,  Palo  Alto 

1975  YM  Calendars 

The  1975  CALENDAR  OF  YEARLY 
MEETINGS  of  the  Religious  Society  of  Friends  is 
now  available. 

Prepared  annually,  this  booklet  lists  dates  and 
locations  of  all  Yearly  Meeting  sessions,  and 
includes  a directory  of  Quaker  centers  and  offices 
around  the  world. 

Free  copies  of  the  1975  CALENDAR  may  be 
obtained  by  writing  to:  Friends  World  Committee 
for  Consultation,  Section  of  the  Americas,  152-A 
N.  15th  St.,  Philadelphia,  PA  19102  or  Midwest 
Office,  203  South  East  Street,  Plainfield,  IN 
46168. 


Memorial 

Katherine  Isabelle  Heaton  was  born  on 
September  12,  1898,  in  London,  England.  She 
moved  to  the  United  States  in  1956  and  in 
July,  1968,  became  a U.S.  citizen.  A Friend  by 
convincement  in  1963,  she  joined  San 
Fernando  Meeting,  later  moving  to  San  Diego, 
where  she  was  a member  of  a worship  group  at 
the  home  of  her  daughter,  Patricia  Niska.  In 
recent  years  ill-health  has  prevented  her  from 
attending  La  Jolla  Meeting.  After  a long  illness 
she  died  on  December  28,  1974,  in  Mercy 
Hospital,  San  Diego. 
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Membership? 

A lot  of  people  have  been  raising  questions 
about  the  whole  idea  of  “membership”  in  the 
Society  of  Friends,  not  only  here  in  the  U.S.A., 
but  also  in  Britain  and  in  India.  And  not  only  now, 
but  for  some  time  past.  When  I was  asked  to  write 
for  the  Bulletin,  I got  out  and  re-read  a paper  I had 
written  exactly  twenty  years  ago,  a paper  which 
records  the  exercise  of  about  twenty  Friends 
(Indian,  American,  British)  who  came  together  in 
India  to  consider  this  subject  “in  a spirit  of 
worship  and  of  loving  candour.”  The  wording  of 
the  record  is  my  responsibility,  but  I believe  it 
represents  a genuine  consensus:  — 

“The  religious  fellowship  of  a Quaker  Meeting 
for  Worship  is  and  should  be  open  to  anyone  who 
seeks  to  share  it.  But  when  a person  asks  for 
membership  a new  factor  enters  in.  The  Society  of 
Friends  is  not  just  a kind  of  religious  club.  It  is  a 
continuing  organism,  which  was  born  of  the  union 
of  the  creative  energy  of  prophetic  religious  insight 
with  the  spiritual  environment  of  England  in  the 
seventeenth  century.  Like  the  physical  organism  it 
carries  within  itself  the  “genes”  of  its  parenthood, 
and  that  parenthood  is  Christian. 

“The  origin  of  Quakerism  in  Christianity  is 
undisputed  historical  fact,  and  it  would  be  less 
than  truthful  to  ignore  or  minimize  it.  This  fact  is 
not  one  of  geographical  accident  but  of  spiritual 
kinship.  We  ought  to  expect  inquirers  to  study  the 
Gospel  records  and  the  treasures  of  the  Johannean 
and  Pauline  epistles,  not  as  an  ‘authoritative 
scripture’  to  be  accepted,  but  as  the  story  of  a 
creative  and  healing  power  set  free. 

“Having  said  this  we  must  also  say,  with  equal 
clarity  and  force,  that  by  a ‘Christian’  we  mean 
simply  one  who  seeks  to  learn  from  Jesus  and  to 
live  by  the  same  Spirit.  We  do  not  and  we  must 
not  apply  any  ‘credaF  test,  and  we  do  not  ask  for 
any  ‘orthodox’  interpretation  of  the  nature  and 
power  of  Jesus;  we  gladly  and  humbly  welcome 
the  work  of  the  Spirit  far  beyond  the  boundaries 
of  historic  Christianity. 

“If  an  inquirer,  having  considered  these  things, 
is  satisfied  that  Friends  have  something  which  he 
needs,  and  desires  to  become  one  with  the  life  of 
the  Society,  we  should  be  prepared  to  accept  him. 
We  should  not  be  content  to  offer  any  lesser 
alternative  to  those  who  desire  to  be  fully 
identified  with  us.  We  must  accept  the 
responsibility  of  decision.” 

That  was  written  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
Meeting.  What  about  the  “inquirer”?  And  what 


about  those  who  say  that  we  should  return  to  the 
ways  of  the  first  Friends  and  have  no  formal 
membership  roll  at  all,  none  of  those  categories  or 
gradations  of  Quaker  status  which  may  create 
divisions  where  none  should  be? 

The  beginnings  of  an  answer  may  perhaps  be 
found  in  those  words  which  Barbara  Janoe  used  in 
a recent  Bulletin  in  relation  to  human  sexuality: 
respect,  responsibility,  and  expectation, 
considered  in  their  basic  meanings.  Many  people 
are  attracted  to  Friends  because  they  find 
themselves  re-spected,  looked  upon,  in  a way 
which  seeks  to  understand  rather  than  to  judge. 
The  first  significant  step  towards  fellowship  is  that 
the  newcomer  should  show  a similar  respect, 
should  look  upon  Friends  with  the  active  desire  to 
understand,  to  study  the  roots  of  their  belief  and 
practice. 

If,  after  this  exercise  of  respect,  the  seeker 
desires  to  be  fully  identified  with  Friends,  he/she 
needs  to  be  willing  to  respond,  to  make  a 
commitment,  to  pledge  thought  and  time  and 
talents  to  the  service  of  the  Meeting.  This  is 
responsibility.  Along  with  responsibility  comes 
exspectation,  the  confident  looking-out- for, 
waiting  for,  the  Spirit  that  can  enlighten  and 
empower  both  the  group,  and  the  individual 
member  within  and  for  the  group.  It  is  the  quality 
of  this  expectation  that  gives  the  fellowship  the 
extra  dimension  that  is  reflected  in  its  name;  we 
are  not  merely  a Society  of  Friends,  we  are  a 
Religious  Society  of  Friends. 

These  demands  are  reciprocal.  In  a healthy 
Meeting  each  member  respects,  responds  to, 
expects  from  the  organic  life  of  the  whole  body; 
the  body  also  respects,  responds  to,  and  expects 
from  the  life  each  member  contributes  to  the 
whole.  Insofar  as  this  experience  is  realized,  the 
Meeting  and  its  members  come  to  know  one 
another  in  depth,  in  the  Eternal;  their  diversities 
tend  not  to  division,  but  to  a “dear  unity,” 
whether  there  is  a “membership  roll”  or  not. 
Human  beings  being  human,  there  will  always  be 
“joiners”  and  “non-joiners.”  Perhaps  we  should 
relax,  and  let  the  form  be  shaped  by  the  Life. 

And  perhaps  all  of  us,  seekers  and  finders, 
newcomers  and  old  stagers,  joiners  and 
non-joiners,  should  constantly  renew  our  own 
commitment  to  respect,  to  response,  to 
expectation.  “Seek,  and  you  shall  find;  knock,  and 
it  shall  be  opened  unto  you.” 

— Marjorie  Sykes,  PYM  Friend 
from  the  Orient  (India) 
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Thoughts  on 
Membership 

When  a person  becomes  a member  of  the 
Society  of  Friends,  he  or  she  not  only  joins  a 
family  but  takes  on  the  responsibility  of  upholding 
the  vital  traditions  of  that  family.  The  right 
ordering  of  Friends’  business  and  the  vitality  of 
Friends’  worship  depend  on  the  existence  of  a 
grounded  membership. 

There  seem  to  be  at  least  five  essential  strands 
in  the  faith  of  Friends: 

1.  Our  continuing  experience  of  the  power  of 
God,  however,  we  may  define  it. 

2.  Our  rootedness  in  the  Judeo-Christian- 
Quaker  heritage. 

3.  Our  sharing  in  loving  community  with  one 
another. 

4.  Our  active  concerns  for  peace  and  social 
justice  among  all  persons. 

5.  Our  radical  openness  to  truth  wherever  we 
find  it. 

It  need  not  be  expected  that  any  one  individual 
Friend  be  moved  in  all  these  directions,  but  it  is 
important  for  the  life  of  the  Society  that  the 
appropriateness  of  all  these  strands  be  affirmed  in 
our  corporate  life.  When  an  attender  considering 
membership  is  genuinely  uneasy  with  the 
appropriateness  of  any  one  of  these  strands  in  the 
life  of  the  Meeting,  it  can  be  seriously  doubted 
whether  he  or  she  is  ready  for  membership  in  the 
Society. 

Membership  is  not  a matter  of  “joining  the  true 
church,”  or  “becoming  one  of  the  elect,”  or  of 
being  given  some  kind  of  a stamp  of  excellence. 
Rather,  it  means  joining  a group  that  happens  for 
historical  reasons  to  have  a particular  style  and 
manner  or  religion  even  in  its  emphasis  on 
openness  and  universality.  If  our  new  members 
include  some  who  join  in  the  hope  of  escaping  any 
theological  references  to  God  and  Christ,  and  if 
others  for  whom  Quaker  worship  is  the  most 
congenial  place  to  worship  and  when  appropriate 
to  speak  of  God  and  Christ,  and  if  neither  of  these 
types  can  lovingly  affirm  the  presence  of  the 
other,  trouble  is  certain  to  arise.  In  any  such  case, 
the  membership  procedure  has  overly  emphasized 
the  rights  of  individual  conscience  and  belief  and 
under-emphasized  the  corporate,  family  nature  of 


the  Society.  The  different  types  could  not  truly  be 
said  to  have  joined  the  same  group.  On  the  other 
hand,  if  both  types  join  in  anticipation  of  a 
unity-in-diversity  that  has  a place  for  each  and 
thus  continues  to  unfold,  creative  growth  rather 
than  distress  can  be  anticipated. 

Light  comes  in  meetings  for  business  as  in 
meetings  for  worship  out  of  more  than  that  which 
anyone  brings  in  advance.  It  can  develop  when 
there  is  enough  language,  conception,  and  outlook 
in  common  so  that  each  understands  intuitively 
and  sympathetically  what  others  say  and  can  add 
or  criticize  in  love  and  truth.  Without  a 
sufficiently  common  basis  of  experience  and 
commitment,  waiting  in  the  Light  in  the 
expectancy  of  new  truth  will  rarely  bear  fruit.  God 
does  not  act  in  a vacuum,  as  if  by  magic,  but 
utilizes  everything  about  us,  including  our  reasons 
for  coming  together,  our  understandings  and 
misunderstandings,  and  the  disparity  or  unity  in 
our  commitments.  When  conditions  are  not  right, 
Light  will  have  a hard  time  coming. 

— William  and  Ann  Scott,  Reno 


A Few  Points 

The  question  of  membership  in  the  Society  of 
Friends  has  been  a difficult  one,  almost  but  not 
quite  from  the  beginning.  Originally  a Quaker  was 
known  by  what  he  did,  attending  Meeting  and 
often  going  to  jail  therefor.  No  surer  indication  of 
membership  could  be  devised. 

Today  we  still  like  to  think  that  being  a Quaker 
denotes  a way  of  living.  But  since  we  are  no  longer 
subjected  to  physical  hardship  the  Quaker  way  is 
not  so  clear.  Especially  as  there  is  no  credal 
requirement. 

One  reason  for  this  is  that  each  Monthly 
Meeting  has  a character  and  personality  of  its  own. 
Its  attitudes  are  individual  yet  must  fit  into  the 
larger  framework  of  a Yearly  Meeting.  This 
diversity  is  a beautiful  thing  if  accepted  in  a loving 
and  understanding  spirit.  Diversity  should  bring 
growth  and  vitality.  Membership  applications  will 
be  viewed  differently  by  different  Monthly 
Meetings,  then,  each  of  which  differs  from  all 
others. 

(continued  on  page  102) 
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But  what  are  the  deep  roots  of  Quakerism  that 
hold  us  together  in  these  present  times?  Not  only 
our  common  history  and  heritage,  though  these 
have  great  binding  power.  There  must  be 
something  more  immediate,  and  that  is  our  own 
commitment  in  our  daily  living  to  what  we 
understand  of  Quaker  practices  as  set  forth  in  our 
Faith  and  Practice.  It  is  the  commitment,  the  deep 
sense  of  wanting  to  live  the  ideals  of  Quakerism 
that  holds  us  in  fellowship. 

Faith  and  Practice  says:  Membership  in  the 
Society  of  Friends  is  both  a privilege  and  a 
responsibility.  It  implies  both  a readiness  and  a 
desire  to  join  in  the  common  effort  to  search  for 
and  follow  the  Inner  Light,  “the  Spirit  of  Christ 
by  which  we  are  guided.” 

An  earlier  Friend  wrote:  What  is  central  to  the 
Friends  is  central  to  me  — the  wish  to  listen, 
to  understand  and  receive  as  much  as  we  can 
and  to  try  to  live  out,  as  far  as  we  can,  all  that  one 
has  of  enlightenment  — no  creed,  no  pretending  to 
know  what  we  don’t  know  — and  with  this  a form 
of  worship  in  which  all  men  and  women,  and 
insiders  and  outsiders,  are  free  to  be  channels  of 
expression  as  well  as  auditors.  (Emily  Greene 
Balch  on  joining  the  Society  of  Friends,  1921 .) 

The  question  of  members  who  are  members  on 
the  rolls  only,  who  are  apathetic  or  who  are 
non-participating  because  of  distance  is  important 
to  the  Society  of  Friends.  We  have  a good  many 
inactive  Quakers  who  do  not  want  to  break  their 
ties  with  their  Meeting,  yet  by  being  inactive  dilute 
the  corporate  sense  of  the  Meeting.  Would  it  be 
possible  for  the  Yearly  Meeting  discipline 
committee  to  recommend  after  3 years,  5 years  or 
whatever,  that  a name  after  suitable  inquiry  and 
notification  be  transferred  to  an  inactive  list?  The 
definition  of  an  active  member  could  be  as  broad 
as  desired,  but  there  should  be  some  category  to 
take  care  of  what  we  actually  see  in  our  Society. 

I have  one  quarrel  with  current  membership 
procedure,  and  that  is  the  letter  of  application  that 
is  read  to  Monthly  Meetings.  If  a “beautiful”  letter 
is  written  and  read  aloud  it  deters  others  from 
joining,  either  because  their  letter  will  be  a “me, 
too,”  or  because  they  doubt  that  they  can  do  as 


well.  I think  the  letter  is  a real  deterrent.  It  is 
almost  impossible  to  put  one’s  deepest  feelings  on 
paper,  and  deep  feeling  is  involved.  Furthermore, 
one  doesn’t  want  all  that  publicity.  I believe  a 
simple  application,  followed  by  a membership 
committee  and  that  in  turn  followed  by  a 
welcoming  committee  is  a good  and  genuine  and 
straightforward  way. 

— Margaret  Brooks,  Redwood  Forest 


The  Thaw 

Tight-reined,  I’ve  run  too  many  winter 
journeys. 

Events  have  ridden  me  hard  on  roads  I did 
not  choose; 

There’s  no  horizon  in  this  shifting  landscape 
And  subtlety  in  assault  by  scattering. 

My  world  moves  by  in  images  of  ice; 

Its  brittle  pictures  break  in  any  wind. 

What  soundless  thaw  will  breathe  on 
frozen  days? 

Who  will  stop  the  running  and  the  ridden? 

I cry  aloud  to  the  springtime  gods: 

Slow  me  now;  remove  these  hardened  reins; 

Turn  me  loose  in  fields  and  pastures 

That  I may  share  the  wisdom  of  warm  beasts 

Nuzzling  tender  shoots  in  the  moist  earth. 

They  lift  their  heads  in  morning  freshness; 

Their  soft  eyes  trust  a nourishing  world; 

Their  belonging  is  my  rectitude  redeemed. 

Heal  me  with  long  meadows  and  with  mountains; 
Open  me  to  mild,  gold-shadowed  distances; 

Set  me  down  in  fragile  flowering  orchards; 

Let  me  bend  with  grass-waves  before  the  wind; 
Run  my  life  shallow  along  spring  ditches. 

Quiet  pools  draw  color  from  the  moving  skies. 
Freedom  is  the  air’s  new  scent  — 

It  moves  in  Light  on  the  green  meadows. 

— Jeanne  Lohmann,  San  Francisco 
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Letters 

Several  Friends  sent  letters  on  Membership 
which  deserve  publication;  some  have  been 
shortened  to  fit  space. 

MEMBERSHIP  MINIMIZED? 

Having  come  from  London  Yearly  Meeting  and 
Western  Yearly  Meeting,  it  is  my  personal  opinion 
that  one  of  the  problems  in  Pacific  Yearly  Meeting 
is  that  the  significance  of  membership  in  the 
Society  of  Friends  is  minimized  too  much.  Why  be 
a Member?  You  can  be  an  Attender  and  do  the 
same  things  — attend  Monthly  Meeting,  attend 
Yearly  Meeting,  say  your  piece,  and  fade  away 
until  the  next  Monthly  Meeting  or  Yearly  Meeting 
— without  the  responsibilities  of  membership. 

This  is  not  to  say  that  there  aren’t  some  very 
responsible  Attenders  — we  have  several  of  them  — 
but  a Monthly  Meeting  should  know  “who”  it  is 
and  the  Yearly  Meeting  certainly  should.  To  be  of 
significance  we  ought  to  be  able  to  speak  from 
responsibility. 

Another  paradox:  we  go  to  great  lengths  and 
great  troubles  to  decide  whether  or  not  someone  is 
“worthy”  enough  to  be  a Member,  and  then  at  the 
next  Monthly  Meeting  an  Attender’s  opinion  is 
given  equal  (sometimes  greater?)  weight. 

— Kingsley  Lawrance,  Clerk 

La  Jolla 


IS  THE  SOCIETY  OF  FRIENDS  DYING? 

I believe  that  this  is  an  age  where  Friends’ 
testimonies  are  coming  to  be  more  and  more 
widely  accepted  — more  widely  than  ever  before  in 
Friends’  history.  One  would  expect  Friends  to 
grow  rapidly  as  a result.  Paradoxically,  they  are  not 
growing.  I would  not  want  to  oversimplify  but  our 
testimony  seems  no  longer  clear.  Many  in  the 
Society  are  concerned  about  respectability,  are 
rather  conventional,  are  unduly  responsive  to 
status  and  rank,  worship  the  past  or  are  otherwise 
deaf  to  the  needs  of  the  times.  Those  who  try  to 
get  unity  on  courageous  stands  are  frustrated  or 
even  called  names.  We  mean  well  but  we  come 
with  too  little  and  too  late. 


The  whole  Society  needs  to  live  by  Movement 
for  New  Society  guidelines  as  a minimum  base 
with  many  moving  beyond  that.  Friends’  message 
is  a radical  one.  Either  the  radicals  join  us  or  they 
go  elsewhere.  The  timid  will  always  stay  where 
they  are,  or  flee  into  obscurantism.  If  the  radicals 
don’t  join  us,  we’re  sunk,  because  no  one  wants  to 
join  a museum  piece. 

We  should  not  confine  ourselves  to  young 
people  either.  Our  standard  of  success  should  not 
be  our  ability  to  program  our  children  but  rather 
the  extent  to  which  we  attract  courageous, 
thoughtful,  tender  and  deeply  concerned  people  of 
all  ages.  We  should  certainly  be  especially 
concerned  about  young  people,  but  mainly 
because  they  are  more  in  tune  with  the  needs  of 
the  times  than  their  elders. 

Lastly  and  most  important,  we  should  rejoice 
when  Friends’  principles  spread,  whether  or  not 
we  get  credit  or  grow  as  a Society.  We  should  not 
think  of  the  survival  of  the  Society  of  Friends  as 
an  end  in  itself. 

— Roger  Lorenz,  Monterey  Peninsula 


THE  SAME  DYNAMICS 

Membership  in  a Monthly  Meeting  and  in  the 
Religious  Society  of  Friends  has  the  same 
dynamics  as  in  other  organizations.  Some  people 
are  attracted,  others  not;  some  of  those  attracted 
stay,  others  do  not;  of  those  who  join,  some  are 
active,  some  are  not;  and  some  remain  members, 
others  resign.  Some  are  attracted  by  a particular 
meeting  or  individual;  others  are  repelled  by  the 
same  meeting  or  individual. 

Our  Meeting  has  traditionally  left  active 
community  involvement  to  the  individual,  not  to 
the  corporate  group.  Our  children  have  not  been 
pressured;  no  one  is.  New  members  are  mostly 
older  young  people,  not  our  children.  Through 
oversight  or  lack  of  understanding,  we  have  not 
stressed  membership. 

Young  peoples’  sympathy  with  Friends’  ideals 
is  probably  more  positive  than  negative.  But  their 
experience  and  understanding  tell  them  there  are 
many  ways.  They  have  friends  in  many  disciplines, 
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both  superficial  and  rock-bottom,  so  they  practice 
much  of  their  Quaker  heritage  and  are  not  much 
interested  in  “joining.” 

Two  that  participated  in  Quaker  Youth 
Pilgrimage  are  probably  more  active  than  the 
average.  If  young  people  don’t  join,  it’s  probably 
for  good  reason:  they’re  being  true  to  themselves. 
But  they  may  feel  members.  Also  they  may 
become  more  active  later  and  in  different  ways.  1 
think  membership  is  good  to  help  a person  decide. 

— Gerhard  Hubbe,  Eugene 


COMMITMENT/CONVINCEMENT 

During  the  past  weeks  as  1 have  meditated  on 
various  subjects  to  prepare  my  mind  for  the 
Meeting  for  Worship,  1 have  found  myself  dwelling 
on  the  early  Christians.  They  were  young  in  their 
Faith,  previously  untried,  and  yet,  they  had  the 
courage  of  their  convictions.  Why  such  joy  in  the 
face  of  persecution?  What  kept  them  going  after 
the  crucifixion?  They  had  the  joy  of  commitment. 

Today,  we  live  during  times  when  many  do  not 
wish  to  be  committed,  or  wish  merely  the  signs  of 
commitment  without  the  bother. 

1 always  have  been  much  at  ease  with  the  term 
“Convinced  Quaker”  rather  than  Quaker  Convert. 
1 feel  that  if  1 had  been  merely  a convert  to 
Quakerism  I would  not  be  with  the  Society  of 
Friends  today.  Convincement  is  not  something 
that  happens  and  then  is  over  and  done  with,  but 
something  that  grows  and  continues  to  grow. 
Though  1 may  find  myself  discouraged  I still  am 
more  and  more  convinced  that  the  Friends  way  of 
worship  and  life  is  the  only  way  for  me.  I expect 
and  hope  that  as  the  years  go  by  I shall  be  even 
more  convinced. 

While  pondering  these  thoughts  it  appeared  to 
me  that  the  two  words,  commitment  and 
convincement  were  interchangeable.  You  cannot 
have  convincement  without  commitment  and  you 
cannot  have  commitment  without  convincement. 

— Carol  Enice  Volk,  San  Francisco 
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THEOLOGY  WORKSHOP  3 

The  Theology  of  Community  will  be  the  theme 
of  the  third  Quaker  Theology  Workshop, 
sponsored  by  College  Park  Quarterly  Meeting,  to 
be  held  at  Ben  Lomond,  August  8-10,  1975.  The 
aim  of  the  workshop  is  to  grapple  seriously  with 
our  understanding  of  ourselves  and  our 
relationships  to  God  and  to  each  other. 

Madge  Seaver  will  be  the  convenor  and  Bill 
Scott  will  introduce  some  aspects  of  the  topic  to 
stimulate  discussion,  such  as  (i)  the  basis  of  our 
fundamental  humanity  in  our  sharing  in  language 
and  culture;  (ii)  Teilhard  de  Chardin’s  concept  of 
the  noosphere;  (iii)  deeper  levels  of  sharing  in 
community;  (iv)  intentional  communities  gathered 
under  divine  call;  and  (v)  the  polarities  of 
independence  and  participation,  freedom  and 
tradition,  mystical  unity  and  meeting  God  as 
other. 

Friends  are  urged  to  send  to  Madge  Seaver  or 
Bill  Scott  suggestions  for  topics  for  the  weekend 
program.  It  would  be  helpful  to  receive  these  ideas 
by  the  middle  of  March  before  the  printed 
accouncement  is  made  up. 

— William  Scott,  Reno 


